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PREFACE 


Will  you  please  explain  to  me  why  those 
Americans  whom  I  reqard  as  the  most  effec¬ 
tive  -  the  most  fruitful,  the  most  creative 
-  are  lawyers? 

-  Jean  Monnet 

Why  are  lawyers  creative?  What  kind  of 
training  wil 1  best  equip  and  inspire  young 
men  and  women  to  create  the  accommodations, 
instruments,  procedures  and  other  arrange¬ 
ments  that  enable  the  members  of  an  open 
and  civilized  society  to  pursue  their  indi 
vidua!  and  common  aspirations? 

A  major  source  of  the  lawyer's  creativity 
is  the  peculiar  mix  of  human  understanding  and 
intellectual  discipline  that  fills  the  lawyer's 
Life.  The  law's  concerns  are  men  and  women, 
their  daily  lives,  then  feats  and  aspirations, 
their  mean  pursuit.,  and  high  adventures.  The 
true  lawyer  will  know  and  understand  them  better 
than  they  know  themselves  ...  [The  lawyer's] 
unique  tools  are  the  intellectual  discipline, 
the  constraints  of  verbal  accuracy  and  prec j  se 
concept ,  the  capacitv  for  logical  development, 
the  pragmatic  attention  to  specific  problems, 
and  the  constant  search  for  implications 
skills  which  distinguish  lawyers  from  many 
political  scientists  and  economists  and  which 
often  vex  the  law  student  With  these  instru¬ 
ments  the  lawyer  also  acquires  the  sense  of 
relovence  that  separates  the  essential  from 
the  trivial  and  the  primary  from  the  subordi¬ 
nate.  Lawyers  are  undoubtedly  wordsmiths  tor.., 
for  words  are  the  only  tools  for  expressing 
with  sufficient  clarity  the  contractual  and 
tovernmental  rules  by  which  persons  guide 
their  activities  in  relation  to  each  other 
and  which,  in  appropriate  cases,  society  can 
en  force . 
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